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REMARKS 

In Response to the Non-Final Office Action dated February 5, 2009, please review 
and consider the following remarks. Claims 98-99, 101-109, and 1 12-129 are pending in this 
Application witli claims 100 and 110-111 canceled. No claims have been allowed. 

Interview 

Applicant's attorney thanks Examiner Newlin for the interview held on March 1 2, 
2009. During the interview, proposed claims amendments to independent claims 98, 1 03, 
1 1 2, and ] 25 were discussed. Agreement was reached as to claim 112. 

Independe nt Claim 98 

On Page 5, of the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claim 98 under 35 U.S.C. § 
103 as being obvious over U.S. Patent No. 5,548,345 to Brian et al (hereinafter in 
view of U.S. Patent No. 6.681 ,396 to Bates et al., (liereinajfter ''Bates'^ The Examiner 
asserted: 

Regarding claim 98, Brian discloses a method for controlling viewer access to media 
content, comprising: 

providing interactive user interfaces on a screen that enables an administrator to 
positively define media content for access by a user, the media content enabled for access 
upon a first non-temporal factor [parents can allow or block channels, coh 2, coL 7, 
37-52] and approved for access during an approved time interval (col- 7, 37-52]; 

determining if the media content is provided at a time outside the approved time 
interval [upon a determination that the video signal is provided at an unapproved time, 
unit 10 interrupts the video signal, col. 7, 35-47]. 

Brian does not initiate recording based on a program falling outside the approved 
time interval. Bates discloses a method for automatically recording a program whose 
viewing has been interrupted [col. 2, 29-40; col, 8, 4-8], The system searches for a repeat 
showing of the program outside of the originally viewed time interval, and records it for later 
viewing at a desired time. The method is analogous to the claimed invention because it 
records a program that cannot be presently viewed due to a conflict. In the claimed 
invention, the conflict is created by the administrator blocking a certain time interval. In 
Bates, the conflict is due to the program being interrupted for some reason, and Bates states 
that one source of interruption may be ^'demands placed on television viewers by their 
children" [col. 1, 14-19]. thus both the claimed invention and Bates record, in response to a 
conflict with an approved time interval, programs showing outside of an approved time 
interval for later viewing in an approved interval. 

Moreover, Brian gives control of a recording device to the parental control system, 
thereby giving an administrator further control of recording and future playback [cols. 5-6, 
65-2]. Given the suggestion to expand control of recording, and the positive (rather than 
blocking only) designation of allowed program, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill 
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to utilize the automatic recording featured of Bates in order to provide playback of an 
authorized program within an approved time interval. Brian explicitly teaches positive 
definition, and therefore suggests tliat an approved program may need to be viewed as a 
recording in an approved time interva), if the two settings otherwise conflict. 

Claim 98 : 

Claim 98 (as amended) is as follows (with emphasis added): 

A method for controlling viewer access to media content, comprising: 

providing interactive user interfaces on a screen that enables an administrator to 
positively define media content for access by a user, the media content enabled for 
access upon a first non -temporal factor and approved for access during an approved time 
interval; 

determining wheiher the media content is provided only at a time outside the approved 
time intervai; 

and 

if i/te media content is provided at a time outside the approved time interval^ 
permanentiy recording to a personal video recording device tfte media content when 
the fnedia content is provided outside the approved time interval to allow later access to 
the recorded media content during the approved time interval. 

The rejection of claim 98 is respectfully traversed, especially in light of the present - 
claim amendment. As discussed with the Examiner during the interview, amended claim 98 
requires determining whether media content that is approved on a non-temporal factor is 
provided only during non-approved times and, if so, recording the media content. 

It is respectfully submitted that Brian and Bates^ alone or in combination, do not 
teach every element of claim 98- Brian teaches to interrupt the signal of content that is 
provided outside of an approved time interval (see e.g.. Col- 7, lines 43-46), Bates, however, 
teaches that when the viewing of media content is interrupted , to record the content when it is 
provided at a later time. Bates has nothing to do with authorization codes, or vdiether the 
media content is provided only outside of an approved time. Tlierefoxe, Bates and Brian 
concern two different situations and one would not be motivated to combine the references. 

Furthermore, it is respectfully submitted that because the media content ot Bates was 
partially viewed and interrupted , tlien the content necessarily would have been available 
during an approved viewing time (otherwise it wouldn't be viewable). Claim 98, however, 
requires that the content be available only during unapproved viewing times . It is also 
respectfully submitted that Bates does not deal with a "conflict" as it relates to the 
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authorization of content but of the intemiption of a viewing by children, phone calls, etc. 
The withdrawal of the rejection of claim 98 is respectfully requested. 

Indetjendent Claim 103 

On Page 7, TfH 12-13, of the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claim 103 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Brian and Bales in view of Kim et al. (U.S. Patent 
No, 6,209,131). The Examiner asserted: 

Regarding claim 1 03, Brian discloses a method for controlling viewer 
access to media content, comprising; 

providing interactive user interfaces on a screen that enables an 
administrator to define media content for access by a user [Fig, 7], 

Brian does not include a screen showing recent updates to a program 
information. Kim discloses displaying updates to media content to the 
administrator, the updates comprising only changes to the media content 
[Figs* 3 and 4, col. 7, 1-18). Kim also states that one motivation for 
displaying updated information is to address the simation when a program has 
been reserved for recording and then is rescheduled or cancelled [col. 1, 60- 
63 J. This is analogous to the problem in the claimed invention wherein a 
parent may define access parameters and the underlying program schedule 
changes. Given the suggestion by Kim, it would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art of program guides that Brian could be modified to 
incorpomte the information update display of Kim, in order to prevent 
confiision and. conveniently inform an administrator that their settings may 
need to be changed. 

Claim 103 : 

Independent claim 103 (as amended) is as follows (with emphasis added): 

A method for controlling viewer access to media content, comprising; 

providing interactive user interfaces on a screen that enables an administrator to 
positively define media content for access by a user; 

determining updates to ike media content since the administrator last pasitivefy 
defined the media content for access; and 

displaying only updates to the media content to the administrator, the updates comprising 
neiv media content added since the administrator last positively defined the media 
content for access - 
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The rejection of claim 103 is respectfully traversed. It is respectfully submitted tliat 
Kim relates to changes to an Electronic Program Guide (EPG) received from the headend: 

The present invention relates in general to an apparatus and method for displaying 
program guide information in a display device, and more particularly to an apparatus 
and method for processing additional information in a display device, which are 
capable of when a scheduled program has been changed, antomaticallv detecting 
such a situation and notifyipg a viewer of the change . 

Kim Col 1, lines 6-12- 

Claim 1 03 has been amended to clarify that the updates are determined ba^ed upon 
media content since the administrator last positively dejSned the media content for access. 
Thus, if a cable provider merely changes the scheduling of previously authorized media 
content, then no update would be provided to the user, as the show has alrea.dy been 
authorized (or failed to be authorized). Kim does not determine updates (new media 
content) since the administrator last positively defined media for access as required by 
claim 103 but indicates updates to an EPG since the last EPG data was received. For 
example, if a scheduled program is moved j&om a 6:00 pm time slot to a 7:00 pm time slotj 
Kim would consider this a schedule change and notify the user, regardless of whether the 
program had been previously authorized or not, because Kim is concerned about any changes 
to the schedule, v^hether new media or not to avoid recording the wrong show. Furthennore, 
Kim does not teach positively defining media content for access. 

Claim 103 has also been amended to clarify that only updates (new media content 
since last positive authorization ) are displayed. It is respectfully submitted that the Kim EPG 
grid does not display only new media content added since media content was last defined for 
access as required by claim 103. Kim provides a '"NEW" indicator by the content that is 
different from a previous EPG grid and therefore would display as "NEW" media content, 
media content that was previously provided, but provided at a different time (e.g., a show is 
moved from 6:00 PM to 7:00 pm). Kim therefore will show "updates" without regard to the 
previous authorization. Furthermore, FIG. 4 of Kim does not show only the "new" content in 
an update screen since the last authorization code changes but shows an EPG in a 
time/chajonel grid with an indicator that a program is new to that time in the program guide 
regardless of whether the content is authorized or not. 
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Programs chat are not new. 
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FIG. 4 shows an example of an EPG information displayed on a screen 
in a fiill grid mode in accordance with the present invention. If the full grid 
mode EPG is made active by the viewer, an EPG information with newly 
changed program information is displayed on the screen on the basis of 
channel list information and change list information, created according to the 
method of FIG. 3 and stored in the second memory 24. Here^ the newly 
changed program ipformation is displayed in the form of a graphic 
symbol such as an icon so that it can be visually readily identifled by the 
viewen In otlier words, on the EPG information of the full grid mode 
consisting of time and channel axes, a scheduled program 2-3 is shown to be 
substituted with a new program 2-3' 41 because the scheduled program 2-3 
has been changed for broadcasting station's reasons. In this case, a graphic 
symbol 42 such as an icon is displayed beside the program after change to 
indicate that it is a substitute program. Such a graphic symbol is stored in the 
second memory 24. 

Kim Col 7y lines 1-18: 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that Kim, Bates, and Brian, alone or in combination, do 
not teach each element of claim 103. The withdrawal of the rejection of claim 103 is 
respectfully requested. 
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Independent Claim 112 

On Pages 9-10, paragraph 15 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claim 112 
asserting: 

Regarding claim 112, Herrington discloses a method for controlling viewer 
access to media content, comprising: 

providing interactive user interfaces on a screen that enables an administrator 
to positively define media content for access by a user for a designated 
authorization level [e.g„ Figs, 4 A and 4B]; 

enabling the user to access media content enabled for a first authorization 
level [certain users are authorized to view R rated movtes, e.g., Fig. 18A]; 

displaying media content enabled for the first authorization level on a display 
screen [video of R-rated movie, e,g,, Apocalypse Now, is displayed when 
authorised user enters code. Fig. 18C]. 

Herrington does not show a lock indication on the video screen itself. 
However, Herrington does allow a user to receive an indication of whether the 
media content is enabled for other users, simply be pressing the lock key and 
entering a PIN [Fig. 16, col. 16, 12-16], A black lock icon appears on the 
next screen (254) to indicate if the program is locked for a second user 
authorization level. Given the suggestion that a user may want to quickly 
view the lock status of a displayed video, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill that the lock icon could be superimposed on the video itself 
so the user would not have to press the lock key to view the icon. Herrington 
already is capable of superimposing graphics on a television, and the removal 
of an extra step, in this case a simple button press, could be readily 
implemented by one of ordinary skill. The core functionality of quickly 
conveying lock status is not significantly changed, and the result of a 
simultaneous display is entirely predictable. 

Claim 112 : 

Amended claim 112 is as follows: 

A method for controlling viewer access to media content, comprising: 

providing interactive user interfaces on a screen that enables an administrator to 
positively define media content for access by a user for a designated authorization 
level; 

enabling the user to access media content enabled for a first authorisation level; 

displaying a media content instance enabled for the first authorization level on a 

display screen; 

simultaneously displaying an icon on the display screen to indicate whether the 
media content is enabled for a second authorization level; and 
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simultaneously displaying an indicator icon that if selected results in enabled access 
for the displayed media content instance without interrupting the display. 

Claim 1 12 has been amended to clarify that a program instance is provided <ind that in 

addition to showing an icon of whether the content is allowed for a second authorization 

levelj simultaneously displaying an indicator that, if selected, results in enabled access for the 

displayed content instance without interrupting the display . During the interview, agreement 

was reached with the Examiner, that the cited references do not disclose the simultaneous 

display of a lock icon and a button icon to allow active enabling of the content instance as 

shown beJovv, 



B button icon to enable 
access for displayed media 




FIG. 1 1B 



The withdrawa^ of the rejection of claim 1 12 is respectfully requested. 
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Independent Claim 125 

On Page 13, paragraph 27 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claim 125^ 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Herrington^ asserting: 

Regarding claim 125, Herrington discloses a method for controlling 
viewer access to media content, comprising: 

providing interactive user interfaces on a screen that enables an 
administrator to positively define media content for a plurality of 
authorization levels [e-g., administrator can positively identiiy HBO as 
viewable by removing the lock^ Fig. lOaJ; and 

displaying an interactive authorization level linking screen [210, Fig. 
10b], the interactive-authorization level linking screen showing a first 
authorization level [e.g.. User 2] and a second authorization level [e^g., user 
4] and an indication of whether media content enabled for the second 
authorization level is enabled for the first authorization level fVes or No icon 
indicates whether media content enabled (via screen 206, Ftg. 10b) for 
one user is enabled for another. In the case depicted in Fig» 10b, content 
enabled for User 2 is enabled for User 4, but not for User 3.]. 

Herrington does not use an icon to show whether media content is 
enabled for the respective authorization levels, instead using simply "parent" 
or "non-parent" under a "Type" heading [Fig. 5A]. Hemngton also used 
icons in a number of other places within the user interfaces [eg- screen 153, 
Fig. 5B], Given the disclosure of icons by Herrington and the disclosed 
indication of authorization level, one of ordinary skill could have readily and 
obviously modified Herrington to use an icon to convey whether media 
content is enabled for a respective user on a screen such as 157 in Fig. 5 A. 
Using an icon rather than text makes more efficient use of limited screen 
space and can provide an intuitive and therefore quick recognition of 
infomiation by a user. 

C^jim 125: 

Amended claim 125 is as follows: 

A method for controlling viewer access to media content, 
comprising: 

providing interactive user interfaces on a screen that enables an 
administrator to positively define media content for a plurality of 
authorization levels; and 

displaying an interactive authorization level linking screen, the 
interactive authorization level linking screen showing a first 
authorization level and a second authorization level and a linking icon to 



13 

PA(X14/16'RCVDAT3O0/20094:08:01PM [Eastern Da^^^^^ 



• • ♦ 

03/30/2089 15:08 7709719S07 



LEWINSKI LAW GRP LLC 



PAGE 15/16 



U.S. Patent Application Serial No. I0/085»41 1 
Atty. Docket No.: A-7295 



Response to 02/05/09 Non-Final Office Action 



indicate whether media content enabled for the second authorization 
level is subsumed within the first authorization level. 



As discussed in the interview with the Examiner, claim 125 has been amended to 
clarify that the first authorization level is subsumed within the second authorization level. 
Ujoiike a parent level and non-parent level, the linking screen allows the media content of one 
level to be incorporated into the authorization level of a second level. Thus, in the example 
below, which shows a child level linking screen, the "X'* next to the parent/administration 
level but is not for the teen authorization level (indicated by the lack of an "X"). Thus, 
unlike Hcrrington, which teaches to switch between parent and non-parent authorization 
levels, the child content is subsumed by the parent authorization level: 

displaying an interactive authorization level linking 3creen, the interactive authorization 
level jinking screen showing a first authonzatton level and a second authorization level 
and a linking icon to indicate whether media content enabled for the second authorization 
level is enabled for the first authorization level. 

(see e.g., pages 12-13, Paragraphs 103-104; and FIG. 9B below). 




LBVEL LINKING SCREEN 
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flETURN TO PARENTAL 
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932 



Shows chat chMd authorfzatfon 
' fevel Is linked to parent/administrator 
authorization level. 

Shows that chifd authorization 
level (5 not linked to teen 
authorization level. 



FIG. 9B 



niis is also different from adding a single show to a user- authorization level. The 
withdrawal of the rejection of claim 125 is respectfully requested. 
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Dependent Claims 

Dependent claims 99, 101-102, 104-109, 1 13-124, 126-129 add additional limitations 
to their corresponding base independent claims 98, 103, U2, and 125 and are believed 
allowable as at least being dependent jfirom allowable base claims. The withdrawal of the 
rejection of claims 99, 101-102, 104-109, 1 13-124, 126-129 is respectfully requested. 

This Response is believed to be fully responsive to each point raised by the Examiner. 
No new matter has been added. No fees are believed due. However if fees are due, the 
Commissioner is authorized to charge any additional fees that may be due, or to credit any 
oveipayment of fees to Deposit Account 1 9-0761 . 

It is beh'eved that this Application is in condition for allowance and Applicant* 
respecifixlly requests that a timely Notice of Allowance be issued. If the Examiner believes 
that there are any minor issues which can be resolved via a telephone conference or by an 
Examiner's amendment, then the Examiner is invited to telephone Joseph Lewinski at 770- 
971-9607. 



Respectfully submitted: 




Phone: (770)-97^9607 

March 30, 2009. 
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